tems to assess results is often misleading, and the addition of other variables such as pain, motion and function in order to improve the results is not acceptable. Strict comparison between recorded data is required. Patient satisfaction is now accepted as a valid method of assessment and is used increasingly.
Discussion should clearly state which statements are made as a result of clear observation and which are mere speculation.
Only the bibliography appearing in the text can be quoted, and it is assumed that the author has actually read it! Some journals also require a written statement to say whether their work has been sponsored by a commercial interest and if financial reward has accrued.
Outright fraud, although infrequent, is difficult to detect. There are reports of falsified illustrations and the possibility of manipulating computed digitised radiographs is awesome [1] .
Intellectual honesty is of paramount importance if the reader of a scientific journal is to rely on what is written in the text. This editorial has been prompted by the recent publication of a paper simultaneously in two English language journals [2, 3] . The first author had signed a statement for each journal stating "that the article is original, and that it is not under consideration by another journal and that the material has not been previously published."
Original papers represent most of the material in a journal and have not been previously published. It is unethical to submit the same papers simultaneously to more than one journal. However, some journals accept papers that have been published in International Orthopaedics (SICOT) (1997) 
